
July 7,2004 

Chairman Mi~bael Powell 
F e d d  CommunioationS Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chahan Powell: 

Latino and other &ody communities rely upon lowcost telmmmdcations swvices to 
ascompiish many every' day tasks. fiom Ionking for a job or f irdable  housing to staying in 
touch with family and &iends. But pending Wm the FCC is a proposal that would iutroduce 
new charges and fees upon smites upon whi& we depend, immediately barming millions of 
tatinos and other consumers nationwide. 

X understand that the FCC i s  Oonsideriug applying %-state" access chrgcs and other fees on 
c e d n  prepaid c a b g  cani sezvjces- Many Latinos, partirmlairy those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank ~cco\~~ l ts  and other means nece;essary to subscribe to local 
telephone h c e ,  t8b upon these prepaid calling car& to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, Mmigrants, senior Citiztns, and others fice similar challenges. 

As a mIt, prepaid calling cards ~ t r :  tbc only option available -without th~m, many con~umers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to mleqhmre service. Raising the prict of prepaid 
calling CItfds will d k d y  ham individuals who can least affdrd price inclrtases. 

Imposing h t e  charges would mount to a substantial increase in tbe cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying ?he utility of calling cards to disadvantaged 0011sumets. Allowing the large, local 
telcphae ComPBlljBs to collest such &ages, eveowhen they do not sell& calling card to a 
customer, would drive up ptims; thus making these senices sub&ada& lcxs afkdablc. Please 
look out for consumers and rtfuee to impose new access charges and fbes on Prepaid calling card 
SerViCCS. 

SincerSly, 
A 

s z o a  



July 7,2004 

Chairman MichaeI Powell 
Federa! Communications commission . 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC! DwketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: ‘ 

The FCC should not impose new accqs charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of  these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individds to stay in touch in their commrmities. 

The Latino commua@ is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pe-paid &g cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid d. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and miIk prices already holding h e d  and bw income consumws hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service caste as well. In partidm; many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend aairely upon prepaid sewice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local p h e  companies insist upan b e f h  
getting a phone. Witb prepaid cards, oo~sumsrs can make calls h r n  payphoncs or the telephones 
of h i l y  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ~ ~ e c t e d ”  as we look for 
jobs, hunt fm houses, or schedule many of the other hi appointments that we all. have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fks on these cads. 
Some of the nation’s largest ttlephone compaoies would be the largest beneficiaricS of such 
charges. The FCC &odd stand up fir consumer i n t e m  over coip0rrte gain by keepbiltg 
aKordabk prepaid Caning cards a pdorlty. 

, 

. 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Fed& Communications Commission 
445 12th stme& S.W. 
Washington, 1x: 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and d e r  minority communities rdy upon low-cost tekcommunicatims services to 
accomplish many eveq day task, h m  looking for a job or affordable housing to shying in 
toucb with Wly and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal &at would introduce 
new charga and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately frsrrming millions of 
Latinos and other Oonsumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is cansidering applying %-staten access charges and other few on 
Certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes. or thost 
establishing a credit history, bank 2ccoullts and other means neoessary to subsmie to local 
telephone service, rely upou these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigants, senior citiztns, and others face similar challenges. 

As a J ~ G  prepaid Cauing cards are the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
Carling cards will d~ectly harm individuals who can least af€ord price mcrea&. 

Imposing b-state charges would amouut to a substantial increase in th6 cost of prepaid calls, 
destmying the utility of  CalIing cards to disadvantaged consumers Allowing 'the large, I d  
telephom companies to collect such chargcs, even +hen they do not sell the c a l l i i  card to a 
customer, would &he up prim; &us makhg these services mbst&dy ' lcssaffbrdable. Please 
look out for wnsumm and refase to impose new acoess charges and fees on prepaid cnllbg card 
services. 



July 7,2004 

chairman M i C h a d  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th streeq S.W. ’ 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

The FCC should not impose new accqs charges and fees upon prcpaid calling cards. If you 
mow to increase the cod of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minodty or 
disadvantaged indiiduals to stay in touch in tbkir G O I I I I U ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ S .  

The Latino community is padcdarly sensitive to my price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximatefy 43% ofLatino bonseholds tlse them. Indeed, hstfofthe boufebolds with hcunacs 
below S20,OOO have. used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalenrt in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income c0-m hostage, we &odd 
not be ficed with rising telephone service wsts as well. h particular, many low-inoome 
households who are on fixed iacomeS depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
mcct the a& r&$ or he@ daposit requirements that local phone companieS insist upon btfbre 
getting a phone. With prepaid CBZds, consumers cau make 4 1 s  from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use thew cards to stay “ w m ~  as we look for 
jobs, bupt for houses, or schedule mady of the other daily sppointments tfirtt we 41 have. 



July 7,2004 

C G m  Michael Powcll 
Fedad CommUnicStions Commission 
44s 12th stre€?& s-w. . 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WC DOGWNO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new acce5s charge$ and f'ees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you win simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their conmlunities. 

The Latirlo commimity is partider€y smsitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid GAS. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becaust 
they save consumers maney. 

With gas and milt prices already holding fixed aad low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be h e d  with Wng telephone service costa as wull. In particular, many low-incame 
households who are on f& mcolnes dcpcnd entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
m~thecreditratingarbeffydGpositreqninmemsthatlocalph~aoolnpaniesinsist~befone 
gettmg a phone. With prepaid cards, cons- can makc calls h m  payphones or &e tclephoncs 
o f f i d l y  Iotmbtrs and neigbbonr. We cau use these cards to stay '+mnnected"  IS we look for 
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoiutma tbat we all have. 

I simply find it mimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges end ftts; on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest tclcphone cornpanieg would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charga The FCC should .tud up fir comumer fmteresb over coiporate Spin by keeping 
airordabkprtpPid&~carlisrprioritg. ' 

czo  IpJ 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael PowtlI 
Fecimal Commlmications Comrnissiw . 
44s 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

REZ WC DocketNo. 03-133 

,The FCC should not impose new a-s charges and fws upon prepaid calling cards. If ym' 
move to increase the cost o f  these cards, you will simply drive up thc cost fb minority or 
disadvantagai individuab to stay in touch in their commmitics. 

The -0 COIIJmUnity ~ h I t t d y  SenShiW t6 p k  maease fW p p a i d  Cdling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino bouscholde use them. Xadecd, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 bava used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cBl;ds are sa prevalent in part becansc 
they say8 consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already h v l k  sxed and lctw i n m e  consumers hostage> we should 
not be f& witb rising telephone Senrict oosts as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixad incomes depend entirtly upon prepaid Service because they cannot 
meet the cftdit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local p h e  companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. W& prepaid cards, CLM- CM mskc calls h m  payphones or the teJephones 
of fw members and neighbors. We cpn use these cards to stay ' ' ~ 0 ~ e C ; t e d "  88 we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fix, on these cards, 
Some of the nation's largest tdepboae companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbould shnd up for consumer intererts aver eoiporate gain by keepfng 
d'ordabk prepaid ca&g eprde a prior4ty. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: CDmmtSsioderNTkbad~ 
CommissiioncrKathln e a y  
Commissioner Kcvin Mrrtin 
Commisgioaa Jonathan Adelst& 
senatar- 

con-- 
se- ?d %L 



July 7,2004 

Cfiairman Mcitael Powell 
F e d d  CommUniCatjons Commission 
445 12thstree& S.W. . 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Dockt No. 03-133 

The FCC should not impose new acccgs charges and fees upan prtpsid rnlling cards. lf'you 
move IO idcrease the cost of tbtsc cards, you will simply drive up the cost fw minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their ~ormnunities. 

The Latino community is parb'Eularty sensitive to my price iocrease for prepaid calling CBtdS; 
approximately 43% of Latiao households use them. ladeed, half of the households wirb iploanes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. €%-paid calling cards are so pwalant in part because 
they save consumtrs money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not b t  faced witb rising tttephooo service costs as well In particular, many low-mcome 
households who are on fd incomes depend enthely upon prepaid sewice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies iasist upon btfm 
getting a phone. With prepaid catds, consumers wn make calls fhnn payphones or the telephones 
of fm members and n u i g h h .  W e  can use thcse cards to stay "mnnected'' as we look fix 
jobs, huut for houses, or schedule mauy of the other daily appointme& that we all have. 

I simply flnd it unimaginebre that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some oftht narion's large& telephone cornpenits w d d  be tbe largest beneficiades of suGh 
charges. The FCC shouldstmd up for cmsumer interests oyer eoipOrate gain by keeping 
aff"rm prepaid callkg c a d s  a prioq. 

. 



July.7,2004 

lzhai& Michael Powcll 

445 12th street, S.W. 
Feded Cammunicatio& Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

R E  WC M t N O .  03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and o b r  minority communities rely upon low-cost ttlecommllnications sentices to 
accomplish many every thy taslrs, &om Imhg for a job or affbrdable housing to staying in 
much with h d y  a d  tiiends. Butpending befum theFCC is apraposaI that would introduce 
new cbargcs and fees bpon services upon which we depend, immediately harming d o n s  of 
btinos and other wnsmcrs nationwide. 

I Im+r&md that the FCC is considering applying %-state” access charges and othm fccs on 
ctrtainprepaidollingcardsctvices. ManyIatinos,particularlythqseonfbdincamesorthost 
establishing a credit histmy, bank accomts and other means nccesary to snbscaii to local 
telephone d c e ,  rely upon these p r w d  callmg cards to stay canntcttd at set affbraable rates. 
Students, immigmnts, senior citiaenS, and others fbcc similar ChaIlmge~. 

ozo IpJ YW.4 Q b  : 1 n  hnn7 / F T  / I n 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Comrnunicaiions Commission 
445 12th Streek ‘S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to $crease tho mst of these cards, you will simp& drive up the cost fbr minority or 
disadvantaged mdividualsto stay in fon~h in their communities. 

The ]Latino community is particularly semitive to any price hcreese fot pcepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the hokbolds witb incomes 
below Sz0,OOO have used prepaid cards. h p a i d  d h g  cards me 50 prevalent m p a t  because 
they save consumers monqr. 

With gas and milk prices already holdhag f& and Iow income consumers hosbge, w e  should. 
not be factd with rising Mephone servioe costs as well. Jn particular, many Sow-income 
househol& who are oa fated incomes depend entirely upon prepaid Service because they cannot 
ma$thec€editratingnrheftydeposit - that local phons companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. Witb prepaid cards, =- make calls from payphones or the Mephones 
of Eamily members and neigh-. W e  cafl Use these cards to stay wcomected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule mauy of the other daily ~Ppointments that we all have. 

1 &ply find it unimaginable the the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should staad up for c o ~ c r  in- over c0;Pamt-e gairr by keepfng 
affordable prepaid caYling cards a pr5ority. 

Sincerely, 

ca: Coqrmissiwer Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
CammiSsimer Kevin Martin 



July 7,2004 

chairman Michael   ow ell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44512th!3qs%s.w. ' 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telscommunicati~ services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fhm Iooking for a job or affordable housing b staying in, 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the PCC is a prop& that would mtroclutx 
new cbargcs and fm upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand thatthe FCC is consideriag applying "in-state" access charges and crther f- on 
certain prepaid ding card servhs. Many zatinos, pasticularly thost on f h e d  incomes m those 
d l i s h i n g  B credit history, bank accoa3lts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely u p  these preqaid calling cards to stay coollected at set f irdable rates. 
Students, immiib, senior c i k s ,  and otben face similar chatlengos 

As a result, ptepaid calling cards am the only option available -without them, many oonsumers 
could, quite litera&, be left without access to telephone senrice. Raising the price ofprepaid 
calling cards willdirectly harmmdivichdswho can l e a s t ~ p r i c e  iuareases. 

linposing in-state cbargcs would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroykg the utitity of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the kg6,IOCal 
telephone companies to collect such charges, eva whca. they do nat sell the calling card to a 
custumex, would d s h  up priew; tbus making these services substantally less al&&ble. Please 
look out for consumers and refirse to impose new access charges and fw on prepaid d i n g  card 
SfSfiCeS. 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael PoweIl 
Federal Communications commission 
44s 12th Sb€?eq'S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The PCC sbould not impose new a u y s  charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of tbcse cards, you will simply drive up the cost fix minority or 
disadvmtagcd individuIs to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price iaorease for p p a i d  calling cards7 
appr0lEimately 43% of Latbo hauseholds use them. Indeed, half oftbe households with incoma 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Frepaid calljng cards ara so prwalent in part becauss 
they save wnsumm money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone &ce costs as well. In particular, many low-incomt 
honseholds who are on fored incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sewice because they cannot 
mea the czedit rating or hcf€y dbposit lgquircmeats that I d  phone companies insist upon befme 
getting a phone. With w i d  cards, collsumem can make calls fiom payphones or tbe telephones 
of tkmily members and neighbors. We can use &&a cards to stay "coanected" BS we look for 
jobs7 hunt for houses, or s&ednlt mimy of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chargw and fkes on these Gards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone mmpdes would be the lmgest beneficiaries of such 
cbarges. The FCC should stud up for Conanmer interests over coipornte gab by keeping 

calling d i  a priority. 

, P"1b 

co3nmissimer w m  Ab*mathy 
CammiSsioner Kevin Martin 
Commissibaer Jonathan Ade 
senator f i b k  

Q.- %L 
Coapsperaon 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. ' 

Wsshhgum, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear cbairrrmn Powell: 

Latho and other minority communities rely upon low-cost tdccomcmications senrias to 
accomplish many evsry day tasks, from looking fbr a job or affordable housing to s t ~ ~ j n g  in 
touch with family and M. But pending befh the FCC is a propod tbat would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services npon which w e  depend, immediately hhm.bg millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I udderstand that the FCC is considering applying "inataten access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, pdcularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit hietory, bank accoum and other means ntcesmy to subscribe to local 
telephme smice, rely upon thesc prepaid c a l l i  cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, mior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a r d t ,  prepaid calling 
could, quite literally, be left without P ~ C C ~ B S  to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial incrase'in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumeas. Allowing the large, local 
telephone oompaniea to collect sucb charges, dycn when they do not sell the calImg card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these seavices substantidy less &rdable. Please 
look out for m n m u n ~ s  and refuoe to impose new ~ccess  charge^ and fees on prepaid calling card 
SerViCeS. 

are the only option avaiible - without them, many consumers 

ccs: Commissioner I&$&J copps 
Commissionm Kathleen Abmathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Janathan 
senator 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commissiw 
445 Iztb s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dbckat NO. 03-133 

chaimlan PoweIi: 

The FCC should sot 'mpose new a-5 charges and fees upas prepaid calling d. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for rnbaority or 
disadvantaged individuazsto stay in touch in tbcir commlmitiss. 

The Latino community is @cularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling ChrdG; 
approximately 43 % of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the househoJds with inmmes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calzing cmds m 60 prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices ateady holding ked and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be facad with rising telephone service wsb a6 well, In particular, many low-income 
households who am on fixed incomes depend eatirtly upon prepaid beNice becaw they cannot 
mwt the credit rating or hefty deposit requiremeats that I d  phone companb insist u p  before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the teIcphomzs 
of family members and neighbors. We CUI use these cards to stay "comectedn as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses? or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments tbat we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginaMe that the FCC would impose new charges and f;ets on these cards. 
Some ofthe natjon's largest telepbone companies wbuld be, the largest benefichies of such 
chgca. TheFCC should stead up for urmumer 
dordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

over &pomte gain by kaeping 



July 7,2004 

~hain;lan ~ichael Powell 
Federal Communications Commissiou 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dacket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and 0 t h  minority commuaities rely up011 low-cost teIewmm&cations services to 
accomplish many meq day tasks, &om looking fbr a job or firdabJe housing t~ staying m . 
touch with @niIy and friends. But pealjag befon thc FCC is a proposal that w~ald  M u m  
new charges and fets upon swvlkts upon which we d-4 immedidw harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand chat the FCC is considering applying '*inatate" a~cess char- and other fees on 
certain prepaid d i n g  d &m. Maay Latinos, parl5mkIy thwo on fixed inwmes or those 
ostablishmg a credit h r y ,  bank accounts and athar means necessary to submitre to load 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay C O M ~  at set affordable rates. 
Students, immipanwior citizeas, and others face similar challenges. 

As a m l \  prepaid callmg ards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite IiterdIy, be left without 8ocess to telephone sewice. Raising the price OfpRpaid 
calling cards will directly bana individuals who can least afFord price inaeases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of m a i d  cal4 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumeas. Allowing'the large, local 
tclephooe COmpBniei to &leu such charges, eveniuhcnthey do not scll the calling card to a 
customex, would drive up Prices; thus makhg t h e  s d c e s  substantially 1- aBordable- Please 
look out for consumers and rtfuse to impose new access charges and fies on prepaid calling card 
services. 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Coimission 
44512thws.w. . 
Washigtoq Dc 20554 

RE: WC Docket Na 03-133 

Dear chairman Powell; 

Latino and other minority communities reIy upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking fhr a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch wifb family and f.iiemh. But pendingbefoxcthe FCC is a  thatw would introduce 
new charges and fees upon savirxs upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumm nationwide, 

I understmdthdttheFCC ic considering a p p l y i n g " ~ " ~ s  charges and other tks on 
certain prepaid calling card d m s .  Mauy Latioos, paddarly those on kd in- or fhosc 
establishing a ixcdithisropy, bank accounts and other means necessary to subsonieto 1 0 4  
telephaob service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connacted at set affwdable rates. 
Students, immigaats, senior Citizens, and others face similar cballengea 

As a result, prepaid calling cards nre &e only option mailable - without them, m y   consume^^ 
could, quite M y ,  bc left without actxss to telephone service. Raising the price of ppa id  
CaIIing cards will directly harm individuals who can least atfad price inmases. . 

Imposing h-stak charges would amount to a substantial increase m the cost of prepaid calk 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowhg the hge, Iocul 
telephone compapics to collect such charges, even whcn they do not sell the culling card to a 
cwtomez, would drive up prices; thus making these services subsumtiaIly less affcwdable. PIeasb 
look out for consumtfs and r e b  to impose new access & h a r p s  and fees on prepnid adling card 
senrices. 

f '  



July 7,2004 

Chairman Micbae): Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th stmet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommuaications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiwm looking for B job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with iknily and &ends- But pending befm the F C C  is a proposal that would introduce 
ntw charges and fecs upon servioeS upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consmets nationwide. 

I understand tbat the FCC is considering applying %state" access charges and other fees on 
certainprejdcaEagcardservices. ManylLztinoqparticularfythosecmfixedinoomesorth~ 
estabIishing a credit history, bank BccountG and other means nwccssary to subscni to local 
telephone ~ C C ,  rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable w s .  
Students, immigraots, senior c h ,  and atbcrs h e  similsc challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards a n  the only option available - witbout thm, many conrmmets 
could, quite Ktdly, be left without aocess to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards wiU directly harm individuals wbo can least a o r d  price inortllscs. 

Imposing in-state charges wwld amount to a substantial iacrease'in the cost of pmzpaid cads, 
destroying the utility of d i n g  amis to dispdvantaged consumexs. Allowing the large, local 
telephone c~npanies to collect such charges, even when they do nut st4 the calling card to a 
customer, would driw UP prices; thus malrifiP these sewicy substa&Uy less affordable. Please 
look out for wltstlmers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 



July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other &ority communities rdy upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish numy evuy day tasks, fiom looking for B job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and Sends. But pding before the FCC is a proposal that’ would htruduce 
new charges and f;ees upon Seryi~es upon which we depend, immeaiately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

1 understand t)lat the FCC is considering applying %-state* 8ccess chargss and d e r  faes on 

establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to d d b a  to local 
telephone sorvice, rely up00 these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sot affordable rates. 
Studasnts, immigraO& senior citizans, and othm face similar challenges. 

certainprepaidcauingcads~~c%s. M a n y L a t i n d s p a r t i ~ t h o s t o n ~ i n c o m e s o r t h o s e  

As a resnlt, prepaid calling cards am the only option available - witboutthem, many consumers 
could, quite li&ally, be Idtwithut access to telephone service. Raising the price ofprepaid 
calling cards will d irdy  barm hdividuaIg who can least sfFord price macases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increasein the cost of pmpid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged amsumers. Allowing the large, l o d  
telephone companies to collect wch chqss; even whcn they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making thesc m i -  substantially less a f f d b l e .  Plesse 
look out for cwsumw aud refiase to imposC new wcess charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 



July 7,2004 

Chainnail M C ~ I  Powell 
Federal Communidoas Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. . 

Washington, DC 20554 

IRE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powdl: 

Itattoo and crther d o r i t y  c0munit.s rely upon  woost st telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fbm looking for ajob or af€ordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and &n&. Bllt pending before the FCC is a proposal tbat would ht~~du& 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Lathes and other collsumers nationwide. 

I mderstmd that the FCC is considmiog applying "in-ststE" ~WXSS charges and ~het fees OIA 
certain prepaid calling card services. Msny Latinos, parti&Iy those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a 
telephone senrice, rely upon thesc prepaid calling cads to m y  conuected at set afforaabls rates. 
Students, immigrants, d o r  citizens, and others fkce Similar challenges. 

history, bank a~oounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 

As a result, prepaid caUing cards arc the o d y  option available - without them, many co~sumcrs 
could, quite Werally, be left w&out acoess to te1ephone s&. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cads will directly hanu iadividuals who can least & i d  price maesscs. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substaotial increase in the cost of prepaid d4 
destrgrins &e utility of calling cards to disadvantaged co~sumers. A l l o v h g ~ e  large, local 
telephone companies to coIlcd spch charges, even when they do not sell the calIing card to a 
custmer, would drive up prices; thus making these services subtantidly less affordable. Please 
look out fix consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid d h g  card 
swim. 

u 

ccs: c o ~ s s i o n a  Micw copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
CoumbsionerKEI.in Ma& 
Commissioner hatbaa AdeJstein 
senator 



July 7,2004 

Chainnan Micbael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC hk0tN0.03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and ather minority cammunities rely upon Iow-cost telecommuniccltions services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, &om looking fw a job or dordable housing to staying in 
touch with fAlqi2y and friends. l3ut pending bcfbrethe FCC is a proposal thal would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediateb harming millions of 
Latinos and other cornmess nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state” acctss charges and other fees an 
certaio prepaid calling card Stnrjces. Mimy J&inos, perticulatly thcpe on fixed incomq or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accoMfs and other means necessary to m hie to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay m u d  at set a€fordabk rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior c h s ,  and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prcpaid calling cards are the only op’m availe”bIe - without Lcmj many con-= 
could, quite literally, be lef? witbold acce68 to telepboaa service. Raising the Fpice ofprepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can lcast afford prio;C, itlcreascs. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in tbe cost of prepaid &Is, 
destroying the utility of calling mds to disadwrntagcd consumers. Allowing ’the large, local 
telephone connpsnies to collect such charges, wen +they do PIX sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; tbw making these services rmbstantiaUy lcss affardabe. Please 
look out for consumers and re* to impose new access ckge.s and fees on prepaid callmg card 
SerVilXS. 

_. . 



JuIy 7,2004 

Chai- Michaei Powell 
Federal Communications commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

m. WC Dmket NO. 03-133 

Dear chaimuul Powell: 

Latino and other minority CQ- ' 'ea rely upon low-cost teIecommunioations servjces to 
accomplish many evexy day tasks, f bn  looking fw ajob or affordable bowing to staying in 
touch with Wly and f3iends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that wouxd iutrodue 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hamiug milliong'of 
Latinos and other amurners nationwide. 

4 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state* access charges and other fees QII 
certainprepaiddingcardserYioes. UanyLatinos,parti~~krlythostmfixed~comtsorthost 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscrib to local 
telephone service, rely upon thesa prepaid calliag a d 9  to stay connected at set & i l e  rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others faca similar dalhges. 

As a result, prepaid calling wds att the only option available - without thn,  many consum~s 
could, q u h  be left without acoe~s to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost ofprepaid calls, 
destroying &E Utility of calling cards to Wvantaged consumers. Auowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such ckgcs, even whea drey do not s e U  the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up priceS; thus making t h e  ScQviCes subscantiay. less affordable. Please 
look out for c~~sumec8 and refuse to h p e  new access charges and f- on prepaid calling card 
services. 

win directlyharm inmm wbo w least a o r d  price incrtascs. 

- .  



July 7,2004 

Chairman Mchael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, s-w. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RJ? WC  DOC^ NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Zf you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the cogt fbr minoriw or 
disadvantaged individuals td stay in touch in their comuaities. 

The W n o  community is parGcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
appsoxhataly 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of,tbe households with incomes 
blow $20,000 bavc used prepaid oards. m a i d  calling cards so prevalent in part k u s e  
they save c o ~ e c s  money. 

With $as and mille prices already holding fixed and low income mnsumers hostage, we should 
not be f& with rising tElGphonc seavice GO& as dl. In particular, m q ~  low-iucome 
households who arc on fixed incomes depend entiieiy upon prepaid service because thay cannot 
meet the credit rating or hafly deposit requiremats that local phone'compades insist upon before 
getting a ph- With prepaid cads, consumers can make calls &om psyphones or the telephones 
of family membets andneighh. W e  can usethese cards to stay "cormecttdn as we look fix 
jobs huut for hauses, or sdaedule many ofthe other daily appointments &at ivc all have. 

I simply fmd it unhaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fets on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone Companies would bo the largest bcn&ciarjes of such- 
charges. The FCC should shmd up for consumer 
pflbrdrble prepaid d l n g  esvds a p*rity. 

over m*mte gain by keeplug 

SInoerely, 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Conmunkation~ Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. ' 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new accqs charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If yoU 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will siplply drive up the cost for minoriv or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid d i n g  cardq 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half: ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 hwe used jrepdd cards. Pre-paid calling cards are a0 pvalent in part b e c a u s e  
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 

households who are on fiarad incanes depend entirely upw prepaid seeyicc bccause t b q  cannot 
meet the credit ratin$ of hefty deposit n e q V i m  that local phone companies insist upoa befm 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, coammm can make calle h n  Paypbortes or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay "wmd''  as we Imk for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many o f  the other daily appoiatmeats &at  we^ all have. 

not bc faced with risiag tdqhom stnrk~ cost8 a~ we)]. In W c u l ~ ,  m y  l ~ - i n - e  

I simply find it unima@able that the FCC would impose new charges aud fsas on these uudG 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would bc the largest beneficiades of such 
charges. The FCC dtodd staml up for C O B S U R ~ ~ ~  interests over caipomte gain by keeping , 

, affordable prepaid caRing cards a priodty. . 



Joly 7,2004 

chairman hl ichaeI  P0Wtf.l 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Wasllington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Met NO. 03-133 

The FCC should not impose new amep charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mino* or 
disadvadaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities- 

The ]Latino 00mrnUnity is particularly sensitive to any price herease far pre-*d d l b g  car&, 
appcoximateJy 43% of Uina bousd~olds use them- Indeed, half of the households with jtlcomes 
below $20,000 have used PTepaid cards -paid d i n g  cards are 60 prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With &as and milk; prices dready holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not b6 faced witb rising telephone service costs as well. ]In partlcUIar, many low-incomr: 
households who a n  on fixed incomes depend .nhLy upon PrepBid servict becausethy cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that J d  phone compbnjes insist upom before 
getting a p b ,  With prepaid cards, c~~ ls l l l lwo  can makc calls fiom pqphoaes or the telephones 
of h i @  membem and neighbors- We c411 me these cads to stay "connsabd" as we look for 
jobs, hunt foo houses, or schedule many oftha other daily appointmentSI%atwc all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would hpose new charges and Sees on these cards. 
Same of the nation's largest telephone companies would be &e Iargest bescfioiaries of such 
charges. "be FCC sbddttrmd up Ear consumer intcnzuh over c0ipOmre gain by keeping 
affordabk prepaid erlling cards a priority. 

coo  @ 



July 7,2004 

Chaikan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th stre* S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommrmications services to 
accomplish many eMIy day tyks, h looking for a job or afbdable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fticads. But pending btfbrc the PCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges sod fees upon &as upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
m a s  and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying ‘‘h-state” access chsrgts and ather fees on 
cert8in prepaid ailing card services. Maay Mhos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bauk accoll[lts and other means necessary to submibe to local 
telephoue service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable ratos- 
Students, immigrants, senior cjtizltz1s, and others face similar chalfemges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards we the only option avmibb - without them, many conmrmcrs 
could, quite litemlly, be left without access to telephone Senrice. Raking the price of pq8tid 
calling cards will d M y  harm individuals who can least &rd +ce hcreases. 

Imposiog in-suut charges would amount to a substantial maeast in the cost of prepaid a, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvstltaged obllsumers. Allawing the hp, local 
telephone companies to collect such cbarp ,  wen when they do not sell the dhg card to a 
customer, wouId &ive up prices; thus mk iq  these services substantidly less affordable. Please 
look out for con~umm end refuse to impose ncw access charges and fees on pr- allhe card 
services. 

T O O a  



JuIy 7,2004 

cllainn2n Midlael Powell 
P e d d  commUnications Commission 
445 12th stffet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fxs upon p p a j d  calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in toouch in their c o m m U e s .  

The Latino community is ~ ~ l f u l y  s&ve to any priw bcrea56 for pmpaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Istino households use them. Indeed, halfofthe households 
below S20,OOO have used prepaid catds. Pre-paid calliag cards are so pmvalent in part becam 
they saw conrmmcts money. 

incomes 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income ca~sumers hostag% we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-mcOme 
households who are on tked incomes depend d l y  upon prepaid service bcwme th&v cannot 
meet the credit rating or h e  deposit requirements that local phoae'crrmpanicS insist upon before 
getting aphone. With PaEpaid cards, cawmers can mala calls f b m  payphones or & te16phones 
of family members and neigh-. W e  can use these cards to stay "comectedk as we look for 
jobs, hlmt fix houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoiatments that we dl bave. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and b s  on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the Iargtst hefhiaries of suoh . 
charges. The FCC shouId stand ~lp for cansumet fntemsh aver co+ratt gain by keaping 
affordrble prepaid d i n g  cards a prim$@. 


